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" ... ON OUR NEBRASKA RECORDS", REVISITED 
At the second annual meeting of the NOU, D:r. Robert H. Wolcott, one 
of our founders, presented a paper titled "On Migration Records and On Our 
Nebraska Records" (Proc. NOV 2: r_,9, 1901), which included a plea for better docu-
mentation. He said, in part, "These problems must be met and answered 
in a spirit of scientific accuracy, if our conclusions are to carry weight with 
those living outside our borders. We must know what we know and record 
only what we know we know. We must be open at all times to conviction, 
but at the same time we must subject every fact presented to the most thorough 
criticism. As a society we must judge kindly, but most critically with the 
records presented by our members for our consideration. 11 
At that time, documentation meant a shotgun and stuffed specimens. Since 
that time, fewer and fewer birds have been killed expressly for documentation, 
the study skins having been largely replaced for documentation purposes by 
photographs, tape recordings, and written records. The amount of time required 
for documentation has changed little, however. Indeed, it frequently takes 
longer to obtain adequate photographs than it would take a practiced museum 
worker to shoot and prepare a specimen. Another thing that has not changed 
is the absolute necessity of providing a record that will be available for study 
by future researchers when some question arises. This record may- be a study 
skin, photo, :recording, or a written documentaion. Each type of record has 
its strong points and its drawbacks, and none by itself is perfect for all cases. 
It must be remembered that none of them are of any value without complete--
supporting data whose veracity is beyond doubt. Keeping accurate :records 
and making reports available in the scientific literature are two of the criteria 
which separate ornithologists from casual birdwatchers. With a bit of practice 
and guidance almost anyone can provide adequate documentation, but it does 
require some time and self-discipline. The first step, the decision to do so, 
is the biggest one; it gets progressively easier as you go along. 
Who should provide a documentation? Anyone who sees a bird that is 
not where it should be when it should be. This applies to everyone, amateur 
and professional alike. One of our most noteworthy ornithologists, Prof. Lawrence 
Bruner, reported a Magnificent Frigatebird along the Elkhorn River near West 
Point, in the spring of 1884, but provided no supporting details that give 
a clue as to whether he was correct in his identification. His report is intriguing, 
but its validity must remain at least somewhat questionable because there is 
simply nothing available to support it. His word, even as an eminent authority, 
is simply not adequate. Neither is anyone else's. It is not that his veracity 
or ability is questioned; it is simply that he did not provide us enough information .. 
As a result, a "once-in-a-lifetime" record leaves us wondering, and we'll never 
be sure beyond a reasonable doubt, just what he saw. In the century since 
that time, no one else has reported a Magnificent Frigate bird in Nebraska. 
In order to better understand the timing and distribution patterns of 
the birds of Nebraska, the NOU Records Committee is asking that a documentation 
be submitted with every reported sighting of birds on the following list. All 
species on the list have been reported in the state previously. The documentation 
to support the occurrence of each species varies from non-existent to completely 
adequate. As already stated, documentation includes evidence such as written 
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records, recordings, and photos, as well as preserved specimens. Certainly 
anyone who finds a dead specimen of a bird listed should make every effort 
to preserve it for future study. If you find such a bird and are unsure 
how to handle it, put it in a plastic bag, throw it in the freezer, and call 
the author for further instructions. 
This list does not include all the species that may need to be documented. 
Any species not previously reported in the state should be carefully documented, 
as should any species nut listed on the current NOU Field Card. Other birds 
to be documented are those that may be regular in one end of the state but 
not at the other (e.g. , Western Tanager in the east, or Summer Tanager in 
the west), or regular at one season but not at another (e.g., Harris' Sparrow 
in summer, or Swainson's Hawk in winter). As a general guideline, any bird 
that is out of season and/or out of range needs to be documented. Birds 
on the following list should be documented every time they are seen, anywhere 
in the state. Your experience in your area will show you which other ones 
need to be documented for your particular location. Documentations should 
be sent directly to the chairman of the Records Committee. 
Red-throated, Arctic, and Pacific Loons; Red-necked and Clark's Grebes; 
Brown Pelican, Olivaceous Cormorant, Anhinga, Magnificent Frigatebird, Snowy 
Egret, Tri-colored Heron; White and Glossy Ibises; Tundra Swan; Bean and 
Ross' Geese; Brant, Eurasian Wigeon, Greater Scaup, any eider, Harlequin 
Duck, Oldsquaw, any scoter, Barrow's Goldeneye, Black Vulture, any kite, 
Northern Goshawk, Harris' Hawk, Peregrine Falcon, Gyrfalcon; Ruffed and Sage 
Grouse; Lesser Prairie-Chicken, any introduced quail; Yellow, Black, Clapper, 
and King Rails; Purple Gallinule, Common Moorhen; Common and Whooping Cranes; 
Snowy and Mountain Plovers; Black-necked Stilt, Eskimo Curlew, Whimbrel, 
Red Knot, Sharp-tailed Sandpiper, Short-billed Dowitcher, Red Phalarope, any 
jaeger; Laughing, Common Black-backed, California, Thayer's, Iceland, Glaucous, 
and Ivory Gulls; Black-legged Kittiwake, Sabine's Gull, Common Tern, Common 
Ground-Dove, Monk Parakeet, Groove-billed Ani, Northern Hawk-Owl, Great 
Gray and Boreal Owls; Calliope and Broad-tailed Hummingbirds; Red-naped and 
Williamson's Sapsuckers: Three-toed and Pileated Woodpeckers; Yellow-bellied, 
Hammond's, Western, Vermilion, Ash-throated, and Scissor-tailed Flyctchers; Gray, 
Steller's, and Scrub Jays; Clark's Nutcracker; Chihuahuan and Common Ravens; 
Carolina and Mountain Chickadees; Canyon and Bewick's Wrens; American Dipper, 
Western Bluebird, Varied Thrush; Sage amd Curve-billed Thrashers; Sprague's 
Pipit, Phainopepla; Blue-winged, Golden-winged, Cape May, Black-throated Blue, 
Black-throated Gray, Townsend's, Hermit, Pine, Prairie, Worm-eating, and Swain-
son's Warblers; Louisiana Waterthrush; Connecticut and Hooded Warblers; Painted 
Bunting; Green-tailed and Brown Towhees; Cassin's, Black-throated, Baird's, 
Henslow 1s, Sharp-tailed, and Golden-crowned Sparrows; Smith's Longspur; Hooded 
and Scott's Orioles; Rosy Finch, Pine Grosbeak, White-winged Crossbill, Hoary 
Redpoll, and Lesser Goldfinch. 
--- Wayne J. Mollhoff, ChaiPman, NOU Records Committee, 
?J6 S. Third, Albion, Neb. 68620 
